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of the Opinion f the cabeſſians. Ns 


OR the right Explication of 1 Dok | 
ctrine of Noerus and Sabellius, andof «| 
Marcellus, who by Euſebius is often 
charged with the ſame Doctrine whi | 
Sabellius held; it is obſervable, ä 
1. That the Sabellians aſſerted an aun — 3 
zins, that is, a Sameneſs or: Identity of .the Eſ⸗ * 
lence of God the Father, and the Son. Hence, "i 
A 5 ſaith - £5 


L 
. . . 


faith Euſebius, it is manifeſt that Marcellus fell in- 


fame in Subſtance, and ſo in Reality doth not dif- 
fer from him. 1 ; : 
ally. It likewiſe is obſervable from all:theFathers, 
that Sabellius by his Opinion did v Vb 
' aeftroythe Hypoſtaſis, that is, the Subſtance, or ſin- 
| - gular Exiſtence of the Son. Thus Origen, having 
cited theſes, Words of Chriſt, - I arid my Father are 
one; and his Prayer, that the Diſciples might be one, a 
I, Father, am in thee, and thou in me; declares that 
it ought not to he conceived that he favoured the 
Opinion of thoſe Men who denied the Father and © 
the Sona(d) ie 1D ymmons 50 be two ſingular Hypo- 
ſtaſer, or, as he ſoon after adds, to be io de 
Tedyuars two things in Hypoſtaſis, or as to their par- 
ticular Exiſtences. . And St. Baſl adds, that 
the Word ibn corrected the Error of Sabellius; 
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for; faich he, dna e , mortars # dtelgoi, it remove 


ſame bing 1s not conſub ; 
thing to another. Whence- it evidently follows, 


Son: Hypoſtaſir, only in the late Acceptation of 
the Word, ſignifying not one Thing, but merely 
& one Mode of its Exiſtenctdme e. 


from the Father rather in Name, than Nature 5 
and that, by making him one in Subſtance and Hy- 


Name of God, but denied him to have any pro- 
per Subſtance or Hypoſtaſis. Thus Origen ſaith, 
# that him whom they ſtiled God, they owned to b8 
another from the: Fatber in Name, but' denied bim 
to have () i lere, bis proper Being, diftinl 


Or gen held the Son to be (g) Inte dee, of . df, 


mentary on St. Autthæto, He ranks the Sabelliunt 


and confounded the Conception of the Father and the 
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or takes away the 3 ee, . * the. 
to ite ſelf, but one. 


anti al to it 


thx tlie Eſſence, vr Subſtance of the Father, muſt 
b; a diſtinct Thing from the Subſtance of the 


- 24ly. Hence alſo the Fathers obſerved, that, a0. 
cording to the Doctrine of Sabellius, Chriſt differ d 


poſtaſis with the Father, they left him only the 


from that of the Father. That this is the tiue 
Import of theſe Words, is evident from This, that 


tinct Eſſence um the Father, and ſo to have 
3491 dear, 4 proper: ſſence of bis own, In his Com- 


among thoſe whÜQ/œyale falſe Things of God, (b 
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T6] XY. 
Son, that is, made them one in Moa 
dividing the one Subject in Conceptions only and in 
Names : And alſo ſaith of Some, (i) they a nt 
ſhew, whether, being one in Hypoſtaſis, they bad uh 
two Conceptions, manifeſted by two Names; or dee 
ther vo reg yuere, two Things, could be expreſſed by. 
them; they being (ſaith he elſewhere) 4s v 
Fesy warm, T0 Things in Subſiſtence. And Euſebius "1 
faith, that Marcellus making the Father and the Son i 
to be different Names, but one vdia » de,, in 
Eſſence and Subſiſtence; did manifeſtly bold the Do- 
Arine of Sabellius. Pid. l. 1. p. 5. | A 
- 4ibly. Euſebius expreſsly affirms, that Sabellius Mi 
was cat out of the Church as a Blaſphemer, for da- 
ring to aſſert that Chriſt was The God over all. 

5tbly, It is obſervable that all the Antenicene 
Greek Fathers who writ againſt Sabellius, not on- 
ly maintained that God the Son was hiesse dis, deb¹œèe 
Y ve,, another in Subſtance, Number, ard Sin- 
gular Exiſtence from the Father; but alſo denied 
that he was The Supreme God, ot God over all. 
The Opinion which now paſſes under the Name © 
of Sabellius, was older than either Sabellius or N- 
etus, or even ( 7uſtin, who mentions it, as ma- 
king That Son, whom the Prophet called God, 
* only the Power of God expreſſed by divers 
_ © Names, and exerting its ſelf by Actions, and 
then returning into the Eſſence of the Father.” 
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15 2 
40 this he his own Opinion, that: the 
\ Power L Language called God, 
* and which was the b , Was not oviuan wroy, A 
le lien n, in Name only, but in Number alſogon- 
other Thing from the Father; even as he often 
doth aſſert and prove, mes 7% m., nwy tau, ano ber 
from the Maler of all Things. Origen was ano- 
& ther Adverſary to this Doctrine; and he, in Op- 
poſition to it, aſſerts that the Father and the Son 
were two Things in Hypoſtaſis; (I) that the Gens- 
rality of Chriſtians 4d. nor holiroe the Son to be The 
5 Gad over all; (m) that he was 22 Aiſtindt Eſence 
= from [the Father, and not To compared with 
him in Eſſence, Dignity, | Power 5 Divinity, 
„ © Their third Adverſary was Dionyſus Alexandrimus, 
= who (ſaith St Baſil.) out of his Zeal to contradiet 
# Sabellius, laid the od 15 Du Hereſie of the (n) 
| Anomceans, aſſerting in the ſacred Trinity a Diver- 
fity of Subſianze, A Diminution of Power, and a 
Diverf ity of Glory. The fourth was (9) Gregory 
Tbaumatourgis; who (ſaith St Baſil) in bis Dif: 
= putation with lian, ſpake thoſe Things (of Chriſt) 
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which afford the greateit Strength to our - preſent 

Hereticks. 35 ie, 5 8 N KG 204 © 1 * NN ; 
Gtbly. It is a. Thing ſtill -more:- obſervable 
in this Cafe, that both the ſame and other Fathers, 
in their Diſputes againſt the Doctrine of Sabellius, 
anſwer the great Objection of Sabellius, that rhs 
Opinion. of bis Adverſaries intraducet two or three | 
Gade; not by ſaying, with the Poſi-Nicens & 
Fathers, that God the Father and the Son were 
one and the ſame God; but by. aſſerting that their 
Doctrine did not introduce two Gods, becauſe the 
Father and the Son was not of the ſame ſingular 


Eſſence; that the Son was not equal to the Fa- 
ther; that he was not of equal Honour with him, 


but Subordinate to him; an Image of him; and 


therefore God, a becauſe He Was in all things made 4 


like unto him. If, faith. (y) Tertullian, Chriſt 
had ſaid, I and the Father ars Unus:, That migbt 
haue favoured their Opinion; becauſe That bears the , 
Signification of the Singular Number, | and doth not 
one numerical Eſſence do the ſame 2 But he oe 
ſaith, Unum ſumus, we are:one Thing Which 3 
belongs not to Singularity, but to Unity, to Simili- i 
tude, to Conjunction, to the Obedience of the Son who % 
obeys the Will of the Father + By ſaying, I and the © 
Father are One, be ſhews Two, whom He equals and 
joins. Now whatſoever here He intends by U- | 


nity, He cannot mean Unity in one and the ſame 


1 4 
„ 9 rden 
* 


= (p) Unum ſumus, quod non perti net ad ſingularitatem, ſed ad uni- 


tatem, ad ſimilitud inem, ad conjunctionem & ad obſequium fili, 


qui voluntati Patris obſequitur; unum ſumus, dicens, Ego & Pater, 
oſtendit duos eſſe quos æquat & jungit. Ad verſ. Prax. 
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individual Eſſence, ſeeing That cannot be like, & «A 
qual, or join'd to it ſelf, and much leſs ean it o 
Pey the Will of another. Novarian's Book de Ti- 
Pitate, is writ againſt the Opinion of the ſame 
perſons: And He noi only doth aſſert that Chriſt, 
ho He was God, yet never Took upon him to aver 
hat be 10as- equal with the Father; and that the 
Pon of God, was ſo God, as (q) not Aepriving 
be Father of his Title of being the One and 
Dy God; But, in Anſwer to this Obje@ion of 
he Sabellians, he faith that therefore He introduteu 
not rt Gods, becauſe He did not aſſert them to 
"Fe equal; for had he done this, be had given” juſt 
round for the Controverſiy \which they feign of 
o/’ ᷣ ION . 
Origen (endeavours to remove the Scriple of 
thoſe who did not willmply own Chriſt to be God, 
5 Ng ¹ to dvdayeruem Ot; 44 fearing ro ' aſſert 
here tvere two Gods, by this Diſtinction, that 
ben the Apoſtle ſpeaks of Him who is eo6$"%; God 
of, and from himſelf, He ſtiles him s o. Go with 
en Article; and therefore our Saviow® in bis 
Prayer to his Father, ſaith, That they 42 now 
hee + ade dA G the only true God: But 
Any beſides him who is God of himſelf," be- 
Ing made God (r) by Participation of His Divinity, 
( Ur non eripiens illud Patri, quod unus & folus ſit; Par enim 
qnventus, merito dicimus duorum Deorum quam pſt confnguat con- 
troverſiam ſuſcitaſſet Cap. 31. 
| (1) 570%) i ,] Gebe, Com. in Foban. Hæretici ſupec- 
itioſe magis quam Religioſe, ne videancur duos Deos dicere, neq; 
urſus negare ſalvatoris Divinitatem; unam eandemq; Subſtantiam 


atris & filii aſſevyerant · Idem Com. in Titum apud Pampbilum Apol. 
162. Col. 1. ; 3 Nie > 2 "I 1 
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ic not Gad with an Article, but Nba be 


call 7 Os God without an Article; 5 And tbus, 
Gith he, (befdes, the true God then be many 
Gods, mh ent ns gi be | being made ſuch by 
Parzicipatien-of' Gad: But tho there. be wh | 
Gods, yet to s,.(Ghriſtians), there is but one: Gad, 
the Fachen; and cho“ rhere' — Lords, get to 
us there is hut one Lord (to wit) Jeſus Cbriſt. 
Laſtly. Huſebius Caſarienſis ſpeaks ſtill more 
fully, to this Subject. For he not only ſaith 
that the Farber only. was the one true Gad, and 
the Son Was () dg oj Iwdues Meg; ot mide; di- "7" 
verſe in Eſſence and Poter from God the Fa 
ther ; and that theſe things were ſaid Rightly, ® 
and according to the Opinion = the Church; and | '% 
that no Man, can be Pious, who affirms that. the 
Son is. Tbe God over all. But adds, that tho! 
the: Church calls the Father God, and the Son God, 
She doth, not introduce two Gods, but. makes the Fa- 4 
ther the One only God: For where there is but one © 
only. 2 wat one Head, (God, being the Head 
of | Chriſt) how can there le two Gods, and not e 
only; even He - who only bath no Superiour, nor 
any other. Cauſe of himſelf; who challengeth as 
bis own, . peculiar and Unhegatten, Gad wich 
Monarchical Power 2 5 
He adds, that 755 they aſſert rave Ehypoſtaſto, | 
they do not own them to be t) ieemun of equal 


HW. hut bold that . Son naht Ado 45 A 
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F Bftly, that by this che Chub two 
Gods, berauſe ſhe did not 70 15 vs 5 809 ahced 
= (7) of equal Honour ont to 77 — N 

One Printple and Gd, to wit. = aber of 
5 Son; "Tis h Wie Ond en 17; 


. the Bleed and only pre! ha Fo 155 Path 125 
e mortaliqy, Chap. 6. 15, 16. ee Jo 
Now J enquire, 1ſt, How one and 19 fame 
numerical Eſſence communicated | to 9 by 
internal Generation, and to the Holy Gho 
2. internal Spiration, otherwiſe differ $7 A 
than 75 mis in 'Conctp tion? whi 100 DUO, 
7 faith /O0#izmn, the Nos owned, Or, 
= 245; w the ſame numerical ae In the 
Father, can differ from the fatp ' nuntferical 
d, Eſſence «communicated to the Sem arid the 
Holy Ae otherwile then 289 + eltgte, in 
Manner of Exiſtence ? which yet ty to Hy; in the 
Opinion of the Learned Biſhop Bal, 18 Tan 
SabelFianiſm; Chap. 4. p. B N Mio. 
4 3dhy, nquire in what BY: a of Seilptore it is 
ſaid, or from what Words it may be prov'd, 
that the Son and Hoty Ghoſt, derive the lame 
Individual Eſſence i icia 2c mg from the Ef 
ſſence YL, the Father, or have the ſame. __— 
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il dual lens with Kim: nate th 
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thers, is only an exiſtent Eſſence ;̃ and that 


dels did with them ſignify a common Eſſence M 
or a Specifick Ellence, in which all Individuals a- 
greed; and (x). Huetius declares, © That in 


* Antient times mu, was uſed; for vas Eſ⸗ 
*. fence or Subſtance, both by Hearhens and Chri- 


« ſtians;” and to this effect cites theſe Words 7; 
of St. Jerom, that © The whole School of Secu- 


lar Learning knew they were one and the 
* ſame Thing: The Sabellians, by taking away 
the Hypoſtaſis of the Son, and making him 
to be 2, 75 noe One in Hypoſtaſis. with the 
Father, muſt take away the Eſtence of the Son; 
And the Ante-Nicene Fathers, by aſſerting that 
the Father and the Son had two Hypoſtaſes, 
and Were e US 4.061 h (UleTH 290 Things in Hy- 
poſtaſis, muſt aſſert that they had two diſtinct 
Eſſences. : 2 Ibis | 
+ 57bly, If, as Euſebius affirms, Sabellius was Caſt 
out of the Church as a Blaſphemer, for ſaying 
that the Son was the God over all; How will 
they who make that very Thing for which he 
was Condemn'd, an Article of their Faith, eſ- 
cape the like Condemnation ? $5 
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(xX) e pro dalia priſcis temporibus ſolebat uſurpari ab 


Echnicis & Chriſtianis, Hieronymus Epiſt.' 57. ad Damaſum, tota 
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ſumſerunt Nicæni patres, ita Sardicenſes; origentan, {- 2. qu. 2. ). 32. 
Lela. V eb, N wpph x7 Tig d plug e Tiley ear” Y merhly 
vigge Y argon Y dy Tay[ov i Jet GVA N orpn x; 
dna is!v Nu, Teubgar ms ut. inc Umordong. um gas &, 
Y Miner, x}. eln, 70-Keerdy. ut ſingulæ res quæ ſub eadem 
Jecie egntinegrur. Damaſcen. Prime inſtitut. C, J. 2. Pp. 460, er. 
vid. C. Te P. 464. ö g : oe Wes if 


4. 


TT ape 


rr 4 w 


” VV wariyy ' oy- 


tinct in Nuinber, and in Subſtan 
adding that they affirmed this xi 
nase, ſuitably to the Doctrine of the Churchz 
could the Church then maintain that the F —_— 
4 ow ay Son were of the ſame numerical Ef- 
*X 1ence } ic, hd 


c , BA. LD 


d Stem, . 4. p. 602 605. 
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=7 from Juſtin: to the very Time of tlie Nin 


YT tene-Coumcil, all the | Greek- 9 ty who rote | 
againſt Sabellius, held, in oppoſition . to him, 
F chat the Son of God was not The Supreme 


God, or the God over all, but that he was dif» 
g from him 3 


tly 8 inn 


6thly, And Laſtly, Do not their Anſwers. to 


the capital Objedicn of the Sabellians, by deny- 
ing an Equality and Parity of Subſtance and 
of Honour betwixt God the Father and, the 
Son; and their expreſs Say ings that they own- 
Zed only one God, to wit the Father; ſeem, to 
demonſtrate a Signal Difference betwixt the Do- 
= drine of the Ante-Nicene and Poſt-Nicene Fa- 
tbers, and that the firſt were as Rank Heretic: 
as Br. Clarke and Mr. Jackſon, or chat ſome 
others are Rank Sabellians. 


I Conclude this Chapter in the Words = the 


very Learned (S) Dr. W That when 
e this Trinity of three Hypoſtaſes, and one 
7 < ſpecifick Eſſence,” came afterwards to be de- 
“ cryed as Tritheſgck, there ſtarted up, in the 
Room of it, the other Trinity of Perſons 
* numerically he ſame, or having one and 
1 * the ſame ſingular exiſtent Re 3 W 
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bens not to have been oẘrd by any püd⸗ 
4 lick Authority in the Seen ſave thir of | 
he Lateran Chuncil only“? f 
And again, The Ort ee e Fu: | 4 
« thert did all '6f chem zehlouſly Condemn WW 
* Sub liaiſon i Doctrine whereof is no other 
«than this," that there was but one Hypoſtaſis 
ah or ling war Individual Efſenee of the Father; 
4 Fon, 200 Holy Ghoſt; and conſeqdently tar 9 
5 < they were indeed but three feveral Names, 
22 Notions, or Modes of one and the ſelf- 
ame Thing ; from whence-ſuch Abfardiries as I 
— would follow, that the Father's begetting 4 
the Son, was nothing but one Name, Notion; 4 
© ox Mode of the Deity's begetting another; or 9 
* elſe the fame "Deity. under one Notion A 3 
© getting itſelf © under ahother Notion; and 
* when again the Son, or Word, is ſaid t6 ave þ 4 
been Incarhate, and to have ſuffered Dearh | 
* for us upon the Croſs, that it was nothing 
4 but a Mere logical Notion or Mode of the f 
* Deity that was Incarnate and ſuffered, or elſe 
* the whole Deity under one particular Notion 
*. or Mode only. But ſhould: it be averred not- 3 
* withſtanding, that this- Trinity which we 
4 ſpeak of, was not a Trinity of mere Names 
*or Notions, as that of the, Sabelliam, but of | 
«Jiſtin& Hypoſtaſes, or Perſons ;/ then muſt it 
needs follow: (fince every ſing ular Eſſence is | 1 
an Hypoſtaſis According to ha Senſe of the | 
* Antient Fathers,) that there was not a Trini- ! 
« ty only, but Quaternity of Hypoſtaſes in 
the Deity ; which is 4 ting that reed 
| « thoſe © f 
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Eifler 21 ab! 11 
ene e Ear a, 
* 4 bene. of the aabll Opin 405 
x "2 | 1 (HY ud : ici pepe er ontfk 
'O W-/ that: 1 may: more” vided confute 
this Doctrine, bihall-lay down: derer Pro- 
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„ dee unqueſtionable Truth. bis. 
-| , 1ſt, That (4) where the numerical Elac 


is one and the ſame, the Will and Actions of 
that Eſſence muſt be one and the Tame 3! for 
¶ aHiones ſunt eſſentis; And" ſinee an Ul-perfe® 
er | Lang hath no Accident, it can ad only by its 
Eſſence. And where the Will and Ackions ate 
4 7 mmerically diſtinct or diverſe, there the Indi. 
4 4 vidual" Effence»muſt ako be diftin&- and diffe- 
th rent. And This, Damaſcen declares to be the 
8 Doctrine of the: Holy „Fathers. e ai 
he Hence it demonſtratively follows, that f te 
le Eſſence of the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt, be 
21 3 nner ical one and the ſame; the Will and | 
all the other Actions of theſe Three” mu be 
numerical one and the ſame; So that what the. 20 
wills or doth, the Son and Holy Ghoſt muſt 


11 will and do 1 5 3 and ohen was, on 


1s N 
he 


ni- 


? 


25 


"Y 
es | 


of | 


5 


i 


— 


; 1 p £0 * 
(a): jo Ne tr as 5s a ** 2 IA * wit &>- 
Damaſe. orthod. Fidet }. 3. 0 14. p. 220. Gs ef 5 S001 2 
45 1 dia wa, 88 * infeyrcs td Y av d bo M uot 

2 . xy Sie c. Is p. 231. c. 19, 58 S 


4e c dean GA 
Alex Com.] in 3 Johan, I. 4. p. 5 . 


= 


- 


—. 


. (i) s N ramibes ts & dard. Wale drigamy Nev dy, d 


[160 
wills and doth, the Father and the Holy Ghvft 
muſt will and do. c WS 

2dly, When the Son is ſaid to come or to be 
ſent down from Heaven or from bis Father 
which is in Heaven; this muſt neceſſarily | 
be underſtood, not of his Humane Nature, 
which never was in Heaven till after his Re- 
ſurreQion it aſcended thither ; but (5) of his 
Divine Nature. Now hence ariſe theſe Argu- 
ments againſt the Sabellian Doctrine. A 

1/7, He that hath the ſame numerical Eſſence 
with God the Father, muſt always have the 
fame numerical Will with God the Father; 
and what the Father wills, He muſt will alſo 5 
and the Will of the Father muſt be his own 
Will. But this is inconſiſtent with theſe Words 
of Chriſt, 7ohn 5, 30. (2) I ſeel not mine own 
Will, but the Will of the Father which ſent me + 
And Chap. 6. 38, I came down from Heaven, 
not that I might do my own Will, but the will o 
bim that ſent me. And Chap. 4, 34, My Met 
is, that I may do the will of him that ſent me, 
and that I may finiſh bis Work. For can the 
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Ord; namzfba'; if Leaves ws Oed novers Theophyladt. Et quomodo 
in —— — — wn lic inde qua Deus, ante deſceadity Ne- 
Lat ian ae Trin, Cap. xi. & Cap. 22, 23. 4 * 
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fame numerical Eſſence ſend it ſelſ, and he 
ſent by it ſelf, and become its own, Legate? 
or can He that hath the ſame numerical Will 
with the Father, come down from Heaven, not 
to do bis own TE 5 n faith, . Luke 22, 
42, Father, if thou wilr, let this Cup paſs from 
* — — not my Will but thine FOR 1s 
it reaſonable here to admit the Gloſs of Damaſ- 
ene, (e) not my Humane will, but thiue, that is, 
= my Divine Will be done? 1 


a i 1300. a 
# 2d, Where the Individual Eſſence 18 .ong 
and the ſame, the Actions of the ſame Effence. 
ꝑmuſt be one and the ſame; ſo, that what, is, done 
by the Father, muſt be done by the ſame Indi- 
vidual Eſfence of the Son, provided Both have 
one Eſſence. And yet this alſo ſeems; plainl 
Inconſiſtent with the Words of Chriſt, and wit 
the Declarations of the Holy Scripture. As when 
Chriſt ſaith, - my Doctrine is not mine, but. bis 
I rbat ſent me, Joh. 7. 16. Again, Chap. 12. 49, 
0. The Father which. ſent me, (d) be gave me 


„ ha Commandment tohat I. ſhould ſay, and whats I 
E ſbould ſpeak ; The Things which I ſpeak, as the 
Father bath given me 4 Commandment, ſo I ſpeaks 
- = | | een, 
nner 
Ea ene 
do (e) ay T0 ius ride HE, nm 248 J Emteuncs cu A 


78 oy. uni 73 it, & d c mituvug ewornG* Orthod. ſic l. 3. 
. 18. p. 250, 
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Sex Epiſc. Concil. To. 1. Ed. Lab. „. 845. Alium dicam oportet, 
ex neceſſitate ſenſũs, eum qui jubet & eum qui facit ;., pam nec 
juberer, ſi ipſe faceret, dum juberet .tieri, per, cum. Tameß jubebar, 
haud ſibi juſſurus, ſi unus eſſet; aur ſine juſſu fafturus, quia" non 
peftaſler ut ſibi juberet. Tertul. adv. Praxeam.. eee FN 
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Now eati the ſame Individuil Efctice ſend, nd" 
Command itſelf! Or could our Lord: abſblates 

deny That Doctrine to be his, which proceed- 
ed fron his own numerical Efſerite ? If I an 
the Father are one, ſignify one in Eſence, it 
muſt fighify' one in Aion alſo z and ſo; wha 
one fends, the other muſt ſend: x what one Com- 
mands, the othet muſt Command; and the Do- 
Arine which one teacheth, muſt be t taught by 
the other alſo. Again, The V. o#ks," faith he, 
which" Tuo in my Fathers Name that. is, by his F 
Authority, and the "Works which my Father bath 1 
given me E w_ ro do, they bear Witneſs of 
me, John 5, 36. Now how can One of the 
fame Indiz dul Eſſence with the Father, ak 
in bi, Name, end not in his on alſo? And AF 
laſtly, as the © Father bath taught me, fol v 
ſpeak, John 8, 28; and the Fut her bath not * ; 
left me alone, for I do alwa N.. the Things wbich 
are moſt ple feng to him. Now can Gn uf the WM 
Game numerical Eſſence with the Father; be k 
taught by another, and not by himſelf > Or . 
can He do thoſe Things Which are  Plealing 9 1 
another, and not to himſelf? * 

34%, One Individual Eſſchce can a give or de. RY 
liver nothing to, and receive nothing from it 
elf, e it can e nothing e what i 
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hath already, and therefore cannot receive” by 
| way of Gift. And this in an all. perfect and 
hy felf-ſufficient- Being is the more certain, beckuſe 
it is incapable f any Acceſſiot to it's abſolute 
Perfeion. H they: God the Son hath the fame 
© numerical Eſſence which © naps He could 
not pro and truly ſay, Matr. 11, ; 
4 — Delivered 15 "me by „ B 
For, what could the Father rai or reveal 
v0 his own Eſſence; which it had nat, or did 
not know before ?' and again, Matt. 28, 18, 
= 4 Power ir given" to mne in Heaven and is 
4 1 Earth: Seeing the fame Eſſence muſt have. al⸗ 
ways the ſame Power. Luke 1; 31, 32, The 
Angel ſpeaketh to the Bleſſed Virgin thus; Than 
bale Conteiue in thy Womb, and bear 4 Son, _ 
| bal, call bis Name Feſus:, He 'ſb ES 
4 all be” called the Son f the Moft. Hi and the 
1 EEerd G04 ſhall give hi the Throne of hit Fatboy 
he David. Now if the Bleſſed Virgin wete, as ſome 
2 lay, beats the Mother o, God, by brinzin 
forth one who was God of tlle lame numerica 
4 Eſſence with the Father; then 1ſt, This muſt 
1. be a very mean Deſcription of him, He ſhall bg 


reat,” and ſhalt be called the Sou of the 
11tY Higb, ore e 5 the e of the 
— we! N 2 FIT. Th ni 
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E. ſeb. Eccl 3. c. 4. P. 19 wA i tradita ſung, ſi 
4 1 acer, fills ejys.? Gabe habere hon . niſi "radia fl | 
nr ; ſi per omnia acct ſuo fuiſſer æqualis? nam fignificatio'rra- 
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bt » Cum dane; nec qui er 
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Fe] 
Father, but, as the Angel faith, becauſe the Holy 
Spirit ſhall come upon ber, and the Power | of the 
Moſt Higbiſhall over-ſhadow ber, v. 35. ady, Why 
is it ſaid that the Lord God ſhall give to him, 
(the ſame Lord God,) the Throne f his Father 
Dauid ds This Throne being given by That 
Lord God, who is one and the ſame in Father; 
and Son; muſt be given by himſelf, as That 
Lord God, to his Humane Nature, which a- 


Ione he derived from his Father David. The 
Father; faith the Buptiſt, loveth the Son, and 
hath given all Things into hit hand, Joh. 3, 
35. to That Son, who came down from Heaven, 
hath he given all Things; not by Communicati- 
on of his on numerical Eſſence to him, but from 
that Affection which he bore to him. So again, 
Jeſs knowing that the Father bad giuen all 
Things into bis hands, and that he came dum 
from Heaven, waſhed the Diſciples Feet, John 13, 
3: And yet if he that came down from Heaven, 
had the ſame numerical Eſſence with the Father, 
he muſt. give all Things intd his own Hands, 
or give it to Him who always had it. 70hn 5, 
222, The Father judgeth No Man, but bath com- * 


mitted all Fudgment to the Son + If this relate to 
the Divine Eſſence, which is the ſame in Father 


and Son, he muſt give this Judgment to his own 


muſt be the Action of the Father alſo; and ſo 
it could not be truly ſaid, the Father judgeth 


* * 


no Man. If it relate to the Humane Nature 4 
That being Hypoſtatically united to the Divine 
Nature, (and by That Nature only can he judge 
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che Secrets of Mens Hearts, ) the Objection ſtill re- 
turns in it's full Force. Chaps 17, 2, Lo 
Father v. 1,) haſt given bim (thy: Son, v. 1, 


9 
* 


ower over all Fleſh, that he may give | 

Ii, to all that: thou haſt given bim: An Earth- 
parent may give the Power to his Son ta 
ive Gratuities to his Servants committed to him, 

Pecauſe he is in Eſſence numerically diſtinck 
rom him; but were they 1 One in 
F e; and 


ſence, the Power of Both muſt be One; 

what was given, muſt be given by Both. Laſtly, 
Chriſt anſwers thus to the Sons of Zebedee, 
Matth. 20, 25, Te fit on my Right Hand, and 
on my Left, (g) is not mine 10: give, but it 
ball be \ given to them, for whom it is | prepared 

ef in Farber -1» And yet whers the Eftenter if 
one and the ſame, the Gift muſt proceed from 
the ſame Eſſenee in Both, and be prepared for 

„ them to whom it is given by Bot. 
n, 4th, The ſame numerical Eſſence cannot 
„ 3 ſend itſelf or be ſent from itſelf ; it cannot go 
„from, and return to it ſelf. And yet how 
„frequently doth our Lord inform us, that ( 


1 "_ 


X (2) Inter eum eujus non eſt, F imer eum cujus eſt, nec petſona 
una eſt, nec æqualis poteſtas. pater & filius Unus eſt, certè aut 
päoteſt filius, aut non poteſt pater. Opus imperf. in Mat. Flo. 3 5. p. 128. 
X © (+) Bonum placitum Patris, filius perficit; mittit enim Pater, mit- 
„ titur & venir filius. Tren. J. 4. c. 14+ Sic & pater alius a filio, dum 
N filio major, dum alius qui generat, alius qui generatur; Alius qui 
7 Miiceit, /alius qui mittitur. Tertull. adv. Praxeam c. 9, Miſſum ſe 
22 £fle dicic,ur per hanc obedientiam qua venit Dominus Chriſtus Miſſus, 
non Pater, fed filius proberur ; qui Miſiſſet utiq; ſi Pater fuiſſet; 
3 miſſus autem non fuit Pater, ne pater Alteri Deo ſubdirus, dum mit- 
ur. probaretur. Novatian Cap. 23. 70s N 4X ˙ &v T4. 6s, 
1 n Heyay imd, Euſe b. Eccleſ. T beo/0g, J. 1. c. 20. p. 2. 
1 KT: plenius, /. 2. 6 7, f. fle, e e e 
_ The 
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?be Father had ſent him into che World; and Yak 
be came forth from the Father, and came into thei 
World, To {eleR a few of his'Sa ings He that 
receiveth you, receivetb me; and 2 that receiveth 
me; receiverh bim thut ſent we; Matth. 10, 40s Joh! 
13, 20, He That deſpiſeth you, deſpiſerh me, 
and be that deſpiſer me, deſpiſeth him that 

ne In which Words there ſeems to be 3 plain in 
Gradation from the Leſley to the Greater. 601 Hz 1 


that receiuetb me, recerveth not me, but him that 


. Mark 9, 37: He rbat believerb in me, C 


not in me, uti in Lex that — nie „John * 


by o d the fame God with him mhanrdems * 


Him 5 Is not the Import" of theſe W ords plain- 1 
y this: He receiveth or believeth, not on- 


in me his Meſſepger ſpeaking: in his Name, 


but in That God who ſent me with his Metlage 
Is not this his own Interpretation, when he 


faith, the Word bich you bear, is nat mine; [but 


The Fathers which ſent me, Johh 14, 242 And . 
is not this the Import of the like aroſe. uſed 


both in the Old ad New Teftament ? as ** A 
it is ſaid, Exod. 16, 8, Tour. Murmurings. ar "þ 
vor 7 us, but 770 the Lard. 1 Sam. 8, 7 
ey have not re jected thee, but they haue re- 
jelled me. 1 Theſl. 4. 8, He bat deſpifeth our 1 
Command ment, deſpiſeth not Man, but God, 
Again, Chap. 8. 17, 18, Chriſt i peaketh thus z 
In your Law it is written, the Teflimony of two i 
Men is true; I am one that bear witneſs of mn 
ſelf, and the Father that ſent me, beareth witne 7 1 
"of me. Now doth not Chriſt here produce f 


| himſelf, M 
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"om and his Fatller, as two Witnoſſes of tht 
ruch of his Miſſion ? Whereas if he was nume | 
F ically one in Eſſence and conſequently In Action 
Vith the Father, chis could not be the Teſtimony 
Pf two Witneſſes, as is that ef two Men, but af 
e only; nor could the Father bear Witneſs 
Ko his Sor, but the Son would be the fame Wit- 
* 1 Pee alſo. 80 (i) John 10, 37, Say gon of bim 
„bom the Father bath ſanfified, and ſent inio 
421 be World, thou Blaſphemeſt, becauſe I ſaid I am 
. Son of God From this Anſwer it is evi- 
1 ent: 1 „That they accuſed: our Lord of Blas- 
"1 Pe, not for ſaying, v. 30, L and rhe Father 
at | Es one, but for ſtiling God his Father, and ib 
1 n Leffe ſaying He was the Son of God; ſbr 
1 his is the Rexfon of that Accuſation which or 
Lord here ſpeaks of. '>4ly, Our Lord here proves 
0 Rimſelf to be che Sen of God, - becauſe the a- 
4 ber bad ſandtjſed bim, and ent him into the 
ut | rid; -whereas' he who hath one numerical 
LY ® Eiſerice” with the Father, muſt do the fame 
4 | Action which the Fatiier ' doth , and fo 
2 Urs muſt ſanctifie him elf," and ſend bi 
Varo as World.” 5 e prone himſelf to be 
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d Sandtificatum 8 7 Deo patre proponit. Dum ergo nite. 
Ur WWtionem accipit a Patre, minor Patre eſt; minor autem patre con- 
"0 


& ſequencer, ſed filius. Pater enim ſi fuiſſet, ſanRifieationem dedifler, non 
|: 2 Nunc autem, profirendo ſe accepiſſe ſanctificationem X + 
8 5 Fatre ; hoc ipſo, quo patre ſe minorem accipiendo ab ipſo ſanctiſ- 
vo | { eacionem probat, filiom ſe effe, non patrem, monſtravit. Vovatian. c. 
ny 1 We Yea Pameſefme, "Aunt 440 07 Hes, ela d as 1475 
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tlie Son of God, becauſe he did the Vale * 
his Father; for ſo it immediately follows 
38, If I donor the Works of my Father, M 
me not to be his Son. Now / theſe Works, faith 
Name, that is, not by my. own, but by bis 
Authority, and Power 3 whereas he who 1s nu 
merically one in Eſſence with the Father, muſt 
do his works by one and the ſame Authority and 
Power. an 
tbhy, No numerical Eſſence can do an Acti- WK 
on + by another; for where the Eſſence is the 
fame, the Action muſt proceed from the ſame 
Eſſence , and ſo not be done by another. 
And yet it is expreſsly ſaid, Eph. 3, 9, that 
God created all things by. Feſus Cbriſt; that 
by him he made the Worlds, Heb. 1, 2; That 
will judge tbe ſecrets of Men by Feſus Chriſt, 
Rom. 2, 15. He that raiſed up the Lord Feſtus 
Chriſt, ſball raiſe us up alſo by TFeſus, 2 Cor. 
4, 14. I pleaſed the Father by bim to re- 
contile all things to Wege Col. 1; 19, 20. 
For the ſame Reaſon, we could not, upon this Sup- 
poſition, properly be ſaid to have things from WM 
God, or to do things to God, by Chriſt : To 
have Peace with God by our Lord Feſus Chriſt, i 
and to rejoice in God, gia by or through our " 
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4 3 45 214 7 Danke 66 Gad 4450 Baabe given 
Wt! the ie, l, yo. Lord Jeſis 25 
cg. 77 Y. Such: hope haue gt te God, by 
1 friſt, 42 * e — _— 0 
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N e thanks Oc; — God, 

J father, by. im, Caluſl. 39 17. We offer Spi | 

i Nricual Sactifleet e through” Feſits 

< 7 . 1 Pen n, 5. har Gad in xb 58s may 

-Glorified chroug * Falter fn te CH. 4.8. 

r. By * if Chriſt he 1 Go, act - 

4 j y the ſame indi viduab Eſfenoe ; \.camGloryi 

Ide 33 to Him by our Eid, and not by hin- 

1 elf > Cath: we be filled Witirvthe fruits Of 
4 | 


150 e ee by him to the Glory of Godithe Fa- 
ther, and not equally to his awn 1 
Four Sacrifices be acceptable to God by Him, 
not alſo ta him ? or, Cau God in all things! be 
Glorified by him, and hel not be Glorified ab 
. gd 2. 'Þy him «faith St. Paul, Heb. 131 153 
et ur offer up our Saoriflces of praiſe r- Ge. 
L. Aude if he be the ſame Individual God; 
1 Went : ey not be offered alſo to Him? 6 
r Stb. No Numerical Eſſente can (i) pray 
Yor give thanks to its ſelf for any * 5 fore 
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L 26 1 
It muſt pray for that, which it muſt do it ſelf; 
and give thanks to its ſelf for that which is done 
| its ſelf. Now, To omit his Prayer to God 

in the Mount, mentioned Math. 14, 23: His 
continuance in prayer to God all the Night, Luke 
6, 12: His Prayer to his Father thrice repeated, 
to be delivered from the bitter Cup, Luke 22, 22; 
bis ſtrong Cryes and tears, mentioned by St. Paus, 


Heb. 5, 7, to bim that was able to ſave: (AU 


which, according to that Doctrine, which faith 4 
that He who thus prayed was God of the ſame in- 


dividual Effence with That God he prayed to; 1 


muſt be Prayers offered to himſelf.) Math. 20, 


44, He ſpeaks to Simon Peter Thrice; Simon, I 
bave prayed for thee, that thy faith fail not- To 


whom did he pray, if he were individually one and 
the ſame God with him to whom He prayed ? or, 
Why did he pray thus, ff the Aſſiſtance which W 1 
preſerwd his Faith from failing, was his own'; 8 


2s it muſt be, if he had one and the ſame Effence 


with him to whom he pray'd?' Yer, 59, He 


ks to the ſame perſon thus; Cannot I pray Cd 


the Father, and he ſball ſend me more than twelve i 


tegions of Angets * Now to whom ſhould He 4 


pray, who is one in Eſtence with the Father > 


or, Why ſhould he pray for the Afliftance of on 
Angels, who had them as much in his power as 
the Father had? John 14, 16, He ſpeaks to 


—— 
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(inquit) oratio, aſcenſio mentis ad Deum, aut decentium à Deo pe- 8 


ritio. Quomodo ergo Dominus in ſuſcicarione Lazari, & Paſſionis 


tempore orabat? d 2 da, N 8 79% Geb ire 

%% rd vis, Are 775 um c T9 O55 Ayo mowr@* Þ 

373 © | Get an $f * 1 0 RUST 28 hi 9 
| . 13 X 


E 
bis Diſciples "I Iwill ant the Fw. 
Ie ask arcs he himſelf muſt Ge? 4 5 
Noth he ſay, He ſball Give, if not to 10 


gt Give you: another Comforter ; 
| Fiel from the yer of the Comforter, whom 


Me promiſeth to fend to them, 0 the F ather dn 
| 10 proceed to his Thankſgi vings. Aach. I 1, 
1 5, ( Farber, faith He, 1 chank . Were of 
: 2 ind earth, that (When) hen haft bi theſe” 
„ ing. from the w we and prudent, 17 — haßt ſt re- 
1 healed them to. babes ; of or ſa it ſeemeth good in 
78 bt. Now. why doth He, who is numeri- 
1 Elly one with the Father, and ſo the ſame Lord 
y 4 F Heaven and Earth, thug, pee 8 þ 
d Som him? or, Is this the Import of theſe 

1 1 who am lord of beaven and earth, thank — 8 | 
1 fe Lord of heaven and earth 2 Why doth 
4 b thank him for daing That, which He, being 


x ke ſame God, myſt do? or ſay that this was 
ne becauſe it was well pleaſing to his Father, 
ner than tg himſelf? John 11, 41, Facher, 
Won thee that thou baſt beard me, and I. know. 
t thoy heareſt me always , Now why ſhould the, 
i Me God either Give thanks, or pray to the. 
ame God, or give him thanks on this account 
e at He had heard him ? 

3 e ee 3 
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1284 
hy. One Numettcal Efſence cd do nothing 
Yin the Nanie of another, becauſe it cannot be 


. 


to be done by the Father in the Name of his 
SH, or tor Eis fake; ir Hehithtthe ſame Eſſence] 
air 36 the fame Action „wil ie F. ather. And 
yer Chriſt often ſpeaks to his Diſciples thus; 
Whatſorver gon pill nk x Hicher, #n my Name, 
T u do. it, John 48 „14% Wibasſpever ys 
— ark the Fut ber in By ne, he woill give it 


\ John 15,16. And again; Perily, verihy, I 


5 ou," v0 bat ſorer He Fj ark the Father 
2 Nane; 1. e gipe Une 10, e, Chap. 16, 
23. The Son' therefore dothe: it by" asking the 
Father to do it for thetii; ſo Jchib rg, 16, £036 
ask the Father, a hy ſhall give you 4 Com- 
forter; And Chap. 15 326, 27, Te hl an in m 
Name, and I ſay not that” 7 wil ack the Fitber for 


you, Arie 740 arb, for be, even the Father 


loveth you. Now as, theſe Vörds ſhew a plain, 
numerical, Diſtinction betwixt the Father and 
the Son 3 fo muſt this neceſſarily be ſuppsſed 
where 4 asks, and the other gives; for where 
the Eſſence is one, the Action muſt proceed, 
from one and the fame Perſon, He 7 only: 
one and the ſame Eſſence to at by. 


1 — 


1 —_ Mu — — — 


(+) beniq; dicit, Ego tent in Patris mei nomine, ty non me rere 
piſtis ; Adeo filius erat in Dei & Regis & Domini Omniporentis & 
Altiffimi nomine. Tertull, adv. Prazeam, cap. 21. den Jy Tv Tes- 
Kal Y vol dures 6 FTE C- 2 & reh, » y Te More rang 
ey bb Kver'y, neee Tap du Y ids * dv dis 
uV cov emugAuuivoy, @5 &v tþ detur Y of Auimey aTaymoy feono- 
Niue, F za TETER: 5 Enſey. Dem, Evangel, I. 5. c. 17. 

J. 242 | 1 
9555 


y 
nothe?! from Tr ſelfs Nor an we ask any thing 


* 


* 


1 29 J 


thy. This may be concluded both from ti 


Words aud Actions of Chriſt himſelf: Fer /., 


In his Prayer to his Father He ſpeaks thüs, 


| J ohn 17, 3. Thar us li. erer nal, Fre 20dozom, that 


all flelh, . 3, friid know-ab#e. (Who arc) %s 


only true God, and (ſhould alſaknow) him whom 
 thou'baſt ſent, to ait, 'Feſus:Clrift: -* Whereas 
&*: faith. '< E) Dr. Clark, if the ward bras Only, 67 
＋ to the Father, to hom alone our Lord chere 
Lſpeaks; there is no word In:any Language hien 
can appropriate any: Thing to any Subject.“ 
aux. The words, and hin whom r hon haft ſent, 


ather, or of him who is of the ſame individual 
Eſſence with the Father; For the Father ſends, but. 
i not ſem; (I) leaſt by being ſent - He ſbaula le 
proved ſubjett to another 
Senſe agrees not with the Context; it being 40+ 
congruous Ito introduce the ſame; true God, prays 
ing, v. T, that His Father; ie. the ſame true 
God, would Glorißy bim; and that He would do 
this, that He, the ſame true God, might Glorify 
the ſame God; or that He might from him re- 


ceive again That Glory which He bad with hin "2 
before the world began. Theſe words plainly re- 
quire two diſtinct Perſons; the one giving, the 


other receiving Glory, and having it with him. 


So again, Math. 19, 17, Chriſt ſpeaks, to the 
TJ 4 ; + $5563 64236 O92; 7 15 | | 
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0 Reply ro Mr: Nelſon. 5. 60. 


Y Pater enim mittit, non mittitur; ne ſybditus alteri Deo, dum 


* 


Young 


mittitur, probarerur. Novetianus de Trinit, cap. 23, 


? 


Pfu Cbniſt; cannot be prædicated of God: the 


Gad. glu. Becauſe chis 


* 


Father, as theſe words are Cited by (m) Juſtin, 
Trenæus, and Clemens Aleæxandrimit in the Second; 


by Origen, and Novatian in the Third Century; 


they all agreeing with Dr. Clart, that the 
word &, here ſignifies one Perſon. Now I ask tlie 
Queſtion, Whether Chriſt by theſe words in- 
tended to exclude himſelf from having the ſame 
Numerical Goodneſs with the Father, or he did 


not: If he did intend this, tis certain that he 


had not the ſame Numerical Eſſence with the 
Father, ſince one and the ſame Eſſence muſt have 
one and the ſame Goodneſs : If he did not in- 
tend this, why dotli he uſe thoſe words which 
plainly ſeem to exclude him from the ſame 
Goodneſs ? for theſe words, there is none Good, 
but one, that is Ggd, even the Father, are an Excep- 
tive Propoſition ; and therefore by the Rules of 
Logick tis to be reſolved into theſe Two, God, 
the Father, is good; and none befides him ir good. 
Again, when he faith, Mark 13, 32, (n) of 


that day and hour knoweth no pat ſon, neither the 


— — A 0 
* * 


8 : 1 f 1 | « \ 4 
( Juſtin. Dial. p. 328. Irenzvs l. 1. c. 17. Clemens Alex. Stro. 7, 
p. 733. Origen Com. in Thaw 28. 60. contr. celſum, 1. 5. p. 239. 
Exhort. ad Martyr. p. 109. Novatian, cap. 4. | — 11 


(n) Ipfe filius Dei ipſum judicii diem & horam conceſſit ſcire ſo- 
lum patrem. Tren. I. 2. c. 28. Et c. 29, in omnibus communicans 
pater filio, ſolus ſcire horam & diem a Domino manifeſtarus eſt, ut 
diſcamus per ipſum ſuper omnia eſſe patrem; etenim Pater, ait, 
major me eſt: & ſecundum agnitionem iraq; præpoſius eſſe Pater an- 
nuntiatus eſt 3 Domino. vide Tertull. adv. Praxcam, c. 20, Tſengo- 
gem. Recogn. I. 10. n. 14. ER. od WE It gh 


\ 


| Angels 


[30] 1 
.Young Man thus; Why calleſt thou me Good, there 
r none Good, but one, that is, God: God, even the 


— 


=. Fax} 3 
* Angels in Heaven, nor the Son, but the Father 3 
; Math, 24, 36, 10 per ſon but 3 Teh uur ur- 70 ; 
Father only. Here again is an exceptive_Propo- 
ſition, to be reſolved into theſe two; The Fa- 
tber knoweth of that Day, and he alone knoweth 
of that Day. Nor could our Lord have abſo- 
. ſaid, no Perſon knoweth of that Day, no 
not the Son, if, tho the Son knew it not ac- 
cording to his Humane Nature, or as he was 4 
Prophet, yet he knew it as He was that Perſon 
who. was God and Man 
Moreover, our Saviour faith, Math. 27, 46, 
to) My God, my God, why haſt thou forſaken 
me? and ſends this Metlage to his Diſciples, F 
aſcend to my Father, and your Father, to my God, 
and your God. And Revel. 3, 12, Him that over- 
cometh will I make 4 Pillar in the Temple of 
my God, and I will write upon him the name of 
my God, and of the City of my God. Now theſe 
words being ſpoken by that very Perfon who was 
God and Man, | muſt either argue that he had a 
God ſuperior to himſelf, or that he was ſo God 
of God, as to have the individual Eſſence of 
God the Father Communicated. to him; which, 
ſay Dr. Clark and Mr. Jackſon is a thing Impoſ- 
ſible ; ſince. no Individual Effence can be Com- 
municated, ' becauſe it is Individual; and becauſe 
it implies this Contradiction, that the ſame Indi- 
vidual muſt be generated by being Communi- 


* n 
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(0) Parrem ſuum Chriſtus Aube aanIvy O˙ν iycides ud; . | 
Mei, weilove Th A i⁷] IWACY EA, Oy oh Ge dr fauTt 
1 leg ic vidures bixeru, Eujſeb, Eccle). Theol. l. t. c. 11. 5. 0. 
re Ni bnj Tarr sj, Oe, Orig. Contr. Celſ. I. 3. p. 33. 
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nn Son, * e 
Far ather. And John 14; 1, Tan believe. in. Ge 
elieve alſo in ; whereas, were He "the | 
fame Wen God with the Father, it would 
be *impoſlible to believe: i in the oy, and not in 
the other alſo. 30 

For the ſame: Reaſon the Argfimiont,! is firoag 
and concluſive, : from all thoſe places in the * 
ſtles, in which the Father is led his God:: 

when the Apoſile exhorts us with one mind —— 
mouth, to Glorfy the God ani Father f our Lord 
72 ſus. Cbrift, Rom. 15; 5, 6. when he faith, 

ph. 1, 3, Bleſſed be the God and Furber of or 
Lord Feſus Chtift; and e. 17, the God of our 
Lord Fefus Chriſt, the: -u, of Glory, giv WN 
Wiſdom. Col. 1, 3, we giue thanks to tbe 
and Father o our Lord ſus Chriſt 5 and 1 Pet. 
i, 3, bleſſed be the God and Father af our Lord 
7: eſus Chriſt. For if theſe words tè not capable 
the latter Senſe, they muſt be undetſtood in 
: former ; that is, "it he be not another ar 
Eſſence: from the Father, he muſt be the God 
and Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, that is, of 
hicaſelf, Further, 

It is obſervable that Chriſt being thrice eaſe 
of Blaſphewy. for making himſelf qual with God, 
or for Doing that which the Jews thought be- 
longed to God alone to Do, He never irealy* 
anſwers, That he was God, or equal ro bim, (as, If 
he was ſent to teach That Doctrine to the World, 
it was reaſonable to expect, upon theſe occaſi- 
ons, He would have done;) but {till fo ſpeaks, 
as one that waved that Aſſertion. For when the 


„Scribes 


Fs 


— 


= 3 enquire, why. doth. this. Man tr ſpeak 


* blaſphemy 2 too can forgive Sint, but one, that: - 
e, God? Mark 2. 7: he doth not anſwer, as (0 
Irenevs, Novatian,” and others do for him, that 
His proved him to be God; but only: laith, be 
Ip of. Man bad power upon earth-to forgive (the 
temporal Puniſhment of) Sin, v. 10. aſeribing to 
himſelf this Power, not as he was. the Son. of 
God, much leſs as being God of the fame Subs 
ſtance with the Father, rn only as he was the 
Son of Man. Again; from theſe words, John 
; 17, My Fatber wor ker bitherto, \ Works of 
Providential Care, Goodneſs and Merey; and 
theſe Charitable actions I 2work allo From theſe 
words, I ſay, from his calling God his Father in 
ſo peculiar manner (as he did, and had jult 
Cauſe to do, had he been oniy Murzeulbuly 
conceived in the Virgin's Womb, and upon That 
account the Son of God, Luke 1, 35; the Son 
of the moſt high, v. 32 5 they Invidiouſly infer, 
ver. 18, that he called God eric ir, i. e. his 
Father i in ſuch a proper Senſe as made him equal 
to God, as a Son is to his Father. Now to 
this, Chriſt 46th not anſwer, as it mi ght have 
been expected from one who was — into the 
World to confirm that Doctrine; to wit, that he 
had reaſon thus to call God his F. ather, as being 
of the ſame Individual Eſſence with him; bur 
his Anſwer contains many thin ſeemingly i in- 
conſiſtent with that Doctrine. For his Reply is, 


— 
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ll 


(Y Tren. J. 3. C, 17. p. 426. Novatian cap. 13. 


E That 
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J. 0 could bs 347 hi ei, wi 3 
hat be ) cou nothing of hi v. 8 
and 30; that the Father judget h no Man, 
had given all judgment to the Son, v. 22. anf 

That, ' becauſe He wu the Sow of Man, * 77. * 


That he ſought not his. own will, but the will of. 
bir Father that ſent bim, v. 30. That the Fa. 
ber which * bim, dird; He was the Perſon that 
bore witneſs him, v. Elk and that he came noi 
in bis 65: t in his ther Name, v. 43. and 
hſtly, that the Works as bich bis! Father bad gives 
bim (power) 15 db, 'bore witneſs of him, that the 
Father had ſent him, v. 36. All which ſayings, 

are plainly inconſiſtent with ani Identity of 
Eſſence, Will, and Actions in God the - Father! 

and the Son. In the roth Chap. they accuſe 
kim of Blaſphemy, not for ſaying, v. 30, T and 
the Father are one, but, a8 Chriſt himſelf de- 
* v. 36, becau| be faid I am the Son 
And yet He being accuſed" of Blaſphemy' 
rock ſe He being & Man Tis himſelf” Gott hat 
reaſon to reply, had it been true, that deing 


God of the fame Eflence with "the Father, 


By repteſenting himſelf as God, he only told 

them the truth: Whereas He only Were him- 
felf to be the Son of God, (1 iff.) Becauſe the 
F ather had 2 . him, and font bim into? 


— e — 
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GE Ex bis omnibus probar bins filium np dv 7% — 
ess. Eccleſ. Theol. I. 1. c. 171 0. l 2. e 7. P. 11. 

(r) Diſtinctionem poſuir — 4 in ratione reddenda quo modo 
ſe Deum dixiſſet quem Pater Sanctificavit; dum enim accipit Sancti- 
ficationem a Patre, minor Patre eſt; minor autem Fare eſt con- 
ſequenter, ſed fiius. e cap. 22. 


t he 


. ; F Virtue of Th hat Power which the Father h 
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45 World: wren it is abſurd. to ſay 8 | 
ther Sandified, or, ſent, 255 the World. his 
Numerical Eſſence. And 2aly, Becauſe be 


the Works of his Father, . 32.3 to wit, 


yen him to do them, ohn 3. and by the 
5 wt of his gi in 1922 For he did 


them by the Spirit af Ga. atth. 12, 22 * 
ak of 024. Luke 11, 203 by the F at 15 


Him, as He was in the Apoſtles, 227 a” = 
Tohn 14, 20 and who were inthe ather. a 
the Son, as the Father was in the San, and 8 


Tow in the Father, John 75 21, a 48. 


3 The Apoſtles, boch Hon weiches 
and their Writings, afford juſt ground to ſuff 
the truth, * at leaſt the Ny of this wor 


e Y is 


rin. Fer "A +40 


„ The Ads of the Apoſtles. give us A fult 
Hit ory of the Converſion of Myriads both 
Faws. and Gentiles. to im Chriſtin Faith; and 
yet St. Peter, and St. Paul, the great Inftruments | 
of their Converſio n, lay. not one Word to engage 
Chriftians to 4 55 that Chriſt was God ef the 
ſame individual Eſſence, with the Father; but 
they ſay many things which ſeem repugnant to 
it. St. Peren in his firſt Sermon declares Jeſus 
Chriſt was a Perſon demonſtrated to ＋ come from 
God, by the Miracles wwhich wnoines &uTT © Sex, 
God did by him, Acts 2, 22. No can it be faid 
of One of the ſame Numerical Eſſence with 
God, that be Fame from God, or that God did 


Nin E 2 Miracles 
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| "Miracles by bim, or that (/) God bad ma le him 
Lord and Chriſt, v. 36? Chap. the 3d, He is the / 
Holy one, the Child of God, the Prince of Life, 
whom the God of Abraham had raiſed up, and 
Glorified, v. 13, 14, 15. In the Prayers of the 
whole Church, they ſpeak thus to God; The 
Rulers were gathered together againſt thee, and 
thy Holy Child Feſus, whom thou haſt anointed ; 
Grant therefore that ſigns and wonders' may be 
done by the name of thy holy Child Jeſus, Chap. 
4. 27, 30. Chap. the 1oth, St. Peter gives this 
Deſcription of him to Cornelius, and thoſe that 
were with him; that God had anbinted him with 
the Holy Ghoſt, -and with Power, (or with the 
Power of the Holy Ghoſt,) and that he therefore 
went about doing good, and healing all that mere 
poſſeſſed of the Devil, for that God was with him. 
That be was Lord of all, and was by God aps 
pointed to be the judge of the Quick and the 
Dead, v. 37---42. Which words ſhow plainly that 
he could not be of the ſame Individual Eſſence 
with That God, who anointed him with the 
Holy Ghoſt, was with him, and appointed him 
to be the Judge of all Men. St. Paul bein 
Converted, declareth Chriſt to be the Son of God! 
Act. 9, 20. the Chrift, Act. 17, 3. That juſt ons, 
Act. 22, 14. And the Funuch was baptized” by 
virtue of That Faith, that efus war the Son of 
God. If then the belief of the Numerical . 
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Y Eft altiſſimus, quà dexter Dei exaltatus; ſicut petrus ia, 
2Qis Apoſtolorum concionagur, Tertull. adv, Praxeam cap, 17. 


dentity 
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dentity 4 God the Father, and the Son, in ings 


ſence, Will, and Actions, be neceſſary. t 
vation; Why was it not Then as fully ado 
-preſsly Taught, as it is Now? Why were theſe 


Great Apoſiles ſo ſilent in a thing ſo neceſſa ;? 


Was either Sabellius, or the Compiler of the Atha- 
naſian Creed wiſer than theſe Apoſtles, or more 
faithful in the Diſcharge of their Office? If 
not, whence comes this Gang! Difference betwixt 
that which the Apoſiles taught Then, and theſe 
Men have taught ſince?? | 
2. There be very many Paſſages in din Ep 2 
ſtles, which cannot well be feconciled with xl 
Doctrine of the Unity in Eſſence, Will, and Acti- 
ons of God the Father and the Son. For W 
1ſt. It is not eaſy to reconcile this Doctrine 
with gk "is 5 2 o_ Fr 
St. Paul the of Jeſus Cbriſt by the u. 
God, 1 Cor. 1 72 "I Ih 1, 1; Coloſh 1, 8 
2 Tim. 1, 7: 55 ho Pan the | Apoſtle by- the 8 7.) 
commandment of God: the Father; and our Lor 
Jeſus Chriſt, i Tim. 1, t. Paul the Servant 8 
Gold, and the Apoſtle of our Lord Feſus. (vil 
Tit. I, 1. For, 4 the Eſſence is one; the 
Will, andthe Command, muſt be one alſo. 
20. The fame further appears from Chrift's he- 
ing ſtiled the Image of God. Thus the Goſpel is ſtiled 
the Goſpel 1 Glory of Chriſt who is 25 Image 
of God, 2 Cor. 4, + 2 5 er One whe ach 
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4 t to ſhine out of Darkneſs, bath ved into 
- bearts, to pos fo the 2 of 1 5 glorious 
knowledge % oegxoday in the perſon 0 ls Chriſt, 
v.'6. He is the Image of 55 Invi 25 God, Col. 
1,18. (u) For tho an Image may be like; ro che 
Exomplar, it never can be the Exempler it ſelf. 
345. From thoſe Places which ſay that fuck 
a thing was done by Feſus Chriſt, or ſuch: Ho- 
nour was confer'd upon him, 0 the Glory of God, 
the Father. As, when we are. {aid to be filled 
50 = ein. of Righteouſneſs which, are thru 
| riſt, to the Glory God, the Father, 
4 — 7 1, 11. and that 2 bad "Exalted. him 
| (who being in the form of God, took upon him the 
| form of a Servant) and given him 4 Name 4. 
ll -bove every name, that at the Name f Feſus every 
| Knee ſhould bow, and every Tongue confeſs that 
| Feſus tons the Lord, to ebe Glory of God, the Fa. 
1 ther, Chap. 2; 9, 10. 1. For nothing can 
{ be done by, or conferred on, him who is one in 
Eſſence with God the Father, to the Glory 1 
God the father. So ey 15, 7, Chriſt hath 
| 


received! ws to the _ God; and Chap. 16, 
27, To'the only wiſe G 2 Glery thro our Lord 
Feſus Chriſt ; Thal God in all things may be glos 
rified by Jeſus Chriſt, 1 Pet. 4, 11. Now, ſee- 
ing attiones Jun ee e exitentiun, 
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T4 Or 1 9225 33 eiuer 82 Tx 7 iy 1b 15 x) ES: PT EY cog 
No uh Sian, y Jvo Tegyuart, x Ivo braun —Bujeb. contra. 
Marcell. J. 1. c. 4. p. 25. Inviſioilis Dei imaginem ait Chriſtum; ſed 
nos enim inviſidilem dicimus pattem Chriſti; ; Scientes filium ſemper 
retro viſum, ſi quibus viſus eſt in Dei nomine, | ut imaginem ipſius. 


e contr. Marcion. I. 5. c. 19. p. 586. 


where 


2 . 5 5 p | 2 [ 39 4 
ere tlie de KAY one andthe ang 
the Action muſt be the ſame and ſo cannot be. 
faid to de don by one of the ſame Effence 00 ano. 
| = the ſatne Eſſence. 118 
This ſeems not Tecoheilable bo, theſs 
qa og which put à plain and er D 
85 betwixt God t the Father, and the Son 
1 As when it is ſaid, Rom. 9, 1 17, Hire 9 2 
nd bein ber, wich brit. That be that in theſs 
omg? fo ſerverh Chriſt, is acceptable ro God, Rom? 
14% k 8.” that all. of 5 ave of God, — no ws 
10 e thro” our Lord Fefus Cbrift, 2\Cori'g'% 
18, 19. That we'Chriſtidne ny ye in Spire, 
aid ae in Cbriſt Jeſus, Eph Ga Aud Babs 
the knowledge of tbe Ne 585 to Wit the © 
Father, ng: Chriſt,” C 2, Bo: \'£ . 
Joer beart may e fabi, by 175 2 God, the — 
an the Coming of ou, 11 Cbei g, * Theſa | 
1 0 13. Ieh before Gl and the Lond Jeſus 
andthe" Exc amel, x Tim. 5, 1 6. 
13; and 2 Tim. 4, 1. Hei able 10 20. #9 
wrtermoſ? thoſe that come to Gott by him, Heb. 729 
pe are edme to God the juuge e all, and- te Jeſus 
the Mediator of the New' Covenant, Heb. 125g : 
Cbrift bath once fuſfer'd for on- Sins, het 
mig ht bring us to God, 1 Pet. 3, 18. St. Fade 
alſo writes to them os 9 by Gout the 
Father, aid kept * K . 
* 5rb hy. This 2 1 Ae vilibly appears from 
that Plain Diſtinction which is put betwixt G⁰⁴ 
the Father, and the Son, ſometimes by way of 
Gradation, as in theſe words; All are yours, for 
Jou are of Cbriſt, [or are Chriſt ] and Chal 4 
of. Gog, Now we are Chriſts, as being 1 
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or That Body of which * is he Head, and Subs 
Jets of That Kingdom of which he is the Lord; 
t yet with great Inferiority in Nature: Aud 
therefore it ſeems reaſonable to conceive that theſe 
words, Chriſt ts. of God, ſhould ſignify He is be 
feriour and ſubordinate to bim; El e 
we add to them the Like words-. in the 
Epiſtle, Chap. 11, 3, The Head of the Ps ; 
is the Man, the Head of Man is Chriſt, the Head 
f Chriſt is God. For the Ground of theſe gra- 
ions is plainly the Superiority" and Dominion 
which the one hath over the other. And, faith St. 
Peter, we Chriſtians believe in That God obo hath 
raiſed Chriſt from the Dead, and given him Glory, 
that our Faith ana Hope, of a bleſſed Reſurrection, 
might bein God, 1 Pet. 1, 20: Even in That God, 
and Father of our Lord Jeſus Ch riſt, who bath be- 
gotten us to a lively hope f an Inb nbetitance Incor-. 
ror thro the Vefrre tion of our Lord Fe ſr Chri 72 
ow He by whom we believe in God, is not 
the fame God, in whom we believe. And if it 
be God the Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
who glorified him; he cannot be of the fame 
Eſſence with Him that glorified him; for then 
He muſt have glorified Himſelf 
_ Grbly. This will be ſtill more evident from, 
the Diſtinction which the Apo/tes put betwixt 
The Father as our God, and Jeſus Chriſt as our 
Lord. So 2 Cor. 8, 4, we know d i meer n 
other perſon that is God, but one; For tho (amon 5 
the Hearhens) 9 There be mary who are Calle 
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_ (a) Origen Comm. in Joh. p. 47. Efeb,1 EKccleſ. Theol. I. 1. c. 5. 
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Gods in Heaven and in Earth, v. 5, yet d . 
(Chriſtians) there is one God (only, to wit) tb | 
Father, of whom are all things, and we for him 
and one Feſus Chriſt, by whom are all things, and 4 
we by him, v. 6. Now is not this ſixth Ferle a «1 
Confirmation of what is aſſerted v.4, that there is 
no other Perſon who is God, but one? is not this 
a diacritical Diſtinctibſi of one from the other; that 
the Father is he & & from whom are all things y 
and the Lord, He by whom ave all things; God 
having made all things by Feſiis Chriſt 8 That the 
Father is the one Ood of the Chriſtians, "Chriſt 
the one Lo#d of them? And whereas, iti Anſwer 
to this, it is ſaid that © as the Apoſtle, by ſay⸗ 
& iris there is one Lord, to wit, Jeſus Chriſt, 
* doth not exclude the Father ſtom being alſo 
* the Lord of the Chriſtians, ſo neither by fay- 
“ ing there is one God, the Father, ought He to 
&* be ſuppoſed to exclude Jeſus Chriſt from being 
_ © alfo the God of the Chriſtians,” To this it 18 
_ replied, /f. That the Father is by theſe words ex- 
eluded from being Lord in the ſame Senſe in which 
Chriſt is in Scripture ſtiled Lord; for the Father 
neither is, nor can be, that Perſon whom God 
bath made both Lord and Chriſt, Act, 2, 36; or 
he whom all Chriſtians muſt confeſs to be Lord, ta 
be Glory of God the Father. 2dly; Dr. Clark thus 
anſwers: That the Father's being by way of 
“Eminence the one God, does not exclude the 
Son from being truly God by true Communi- 
te cation of Divinity from that one unoriginated, 
' ©. God the Father, I readily acknowledge: But 
to ſay that the one God the Father is the Son 
* | 2 F 1 
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alfa; and not the Father only; or that „ 
is not excluded from being That 


* refaly- affirming that two Perſons are 
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*-which is the Perſon of the Father; than 
** the fame Perſon, which is the utmoff "nl 
* fuſion,” So again Eph. 4. there is one Spin 
v. 4. one Lord, v. 5. one God, and Father of 
who is above. all, ver. 6. To ſay here, that th 
one God, and Father of all, is alſo That ane 
Spirit, and one Lord, as an Identity in. Eſſencę 
muſt ſuppoſe them to be, is plainly to conſound 
thoſe whom the Apoſtle clearly doth, diſtinguiſh 
from each other; and to ſay that the Spirit 
God and of Chriſt, is the ſame! as the Go of 
God; and of "Griſt: And how then is he ſo 
often ſaid to be ſent by God the. Father, and by 
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-- Laftly,. This is evident from thoſe places in 


which they are put in Oppoſition, Exemption, or 


Excluſion from each other: As in theſe words 
To the (S) only. wiſe God, be Glory .throug 

Feſus Chriſt our Lord, Rom. 16, 27. and 1 Tim, 
5 5 14, 15, 16, I command thee before God wha 
quickneth- all things, that thou keep this Com. 
myuntdment- unſpotted till the appearing of the Log 
Feſus Chriſt, which in its proper ſeaſon He ſbal 
bew, who 1s the only potentate, who only hath im- 
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Ex his verbis contendit Euſebius, Ecclefiam non agnoſcere 
u0s Deos; led docere way dev, 4 Sed; dv, dumey v · 
Apoſtolum hæc omnia dicere, ie, dbLonopay 1 ide Y i na- 


aw) Biß. Eccieſ. Theol, J. kD C. 23» 
. oy mortality, 
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N / but is ſtiled "The onh patantata, w 


In ſome emment Senſe muſt agree to Him alone. 
* nally, the Apoſtle faith, 1 Cor. 15, 26, Then 
4 . tbe end, when be ſhall have deli vered up 

the Kingdom to God, zven to him who is the Father; 

for, v. 27, He bath put all tMigwunder bis feet: 

Fur when he ſaith, he hath pt all things under 
_ bis. feet, it is manifeſt that Hays 9 whoa 

did p ut all things under him. And v. 28, when 

all Aims s (ball ; ſubdued. ta him, then ſpall the 

Yr alle himſelf. 15 fue, to. bim that put all 
_ things under him, that Gm be gil itt all. © 
Where the Deſcants: of the 1170 Ge Fathers 

on theſe words, are 2 futed by Dr. 

Whitby; But 'when He raſeth Fi laſt 
words 4 that God the , Son, and Holy 

Ghoſt may be all in all, he 18 himſelf . e : 

for. the 8 is to Deliver up- the Kingdom to 
God the Father, v. 26. It is God the Father 

which 1s excepted, v. 27; and who ſaid to him, 

Sit thou on my right hand till I make all thine 
| Enemies thy foorfoal Pſal, 110, 1. It there- 
fore muſt — God the Father, who then ſhall be 
all in all, 

Nor, l have aa theſe Citations in the Mar- 
gin from the Fathers, not to Confirm theſe As 
guments dy their Authority, but only to ſhow 
te Agreement of the Sentiments of the Pri-. 
4 mitive Fathers with what is N and the 
| Antiquity of this Doctrine. | 
e / 8, 
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the Aue Merne Fathers have given of the 
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Texts alleds*& agaiüſt Dr. Clarke by a Layman, — 
are more agreeable to the Interpretations of Dr. I 
Aut kes tlian to, 3 Interpretatioris of chat Leas 
ed an ic > 3 

Th External Pe | che abc, ops at 
tainable by a abet Scripture in its juſt Lati- 
tude; and by mutual Charity : ; Not by a Pretenſe 
If Vniforwity i in Opinions. Pr. 14. 

An Examinatięn of Mr. Nys Explication * 
the Articles. ofthe: Divine Un nity, Trinity, and 
Incarnation; Pr. 11 .) x 

A Colledion of Queries, wherein the wat; 
Material Objefions from Scripture, Reaſon and 
Antiquity, which have been 4s yet objected a- 
gainſt Dr. Clarke's Scipture Doctrine of the Tris x 
nity, are propoſed and Anſwered. Pr. 2 

Reflections on the preſent Controverſy, 

64. 2 

Letter to a F lend in Lancaſbire. Pr. 3 d. 

A Speech ot a Member of the Conftiratons : 


Club at Oxford. Fre 6 de. 
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